ROBESPIERRE
that one of them came to Marat and confessed with
tears in his eyes that he had had the weakness to spare a
royalist. Probably not more than 400 men and boys were
actually engaged in despatching the 1100 prisoners that
were killed, but the conscience of the city approved.
The Committee of Surveillance of the Commune,
of which Marat was a member, and the Minister
of Justice—Danton—gave them active encourage-
ment. Danton later explained to the Duke of Chartres:
"I wanted the youth of Paris to arrive in Champagne
covered with blood, which would be a guarantee of its
loyalty. I wanted to put a river of blood between it and
the imigrfs"
No historian of standing accuses Robespierre of
being in any way responsible for the massacres, but
even his admirer Louis Blanc criticizes him severely for
having done little or nothing to stop the slaughter.
Charlotte says that her brother bitterly blamed Petion
for failing to intervene, Pdtion is said to have replied:
"Nothing on earth could have saved the prisoners!"
But why should Maximilien have blamed Petion? Any-
thing Petion could do, he likewise could have done.
Moreover, Petion addressed the mob at one of the
prisons, while Robespierre did not do even that. It may
be conceded that there was not a great deal he could
have done. Circumstances made the use of force im-
possible. To have fired upon the people at such a time
would have meant taking a frightful responsibility. It
might have resulted in civil war and anarchy while the
enemy was marching upon the city. Robespierre, in his
reply to Louvet, made this clear when he said: "I
have been calmly told that the municipality should
have proclaimed martial law. Martial law at the
approach of the enemy! Martial law after the loth
of August! Martial law against the people for the
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